Exceptionally, the name of this new mineral is published here, on request of the author (Roberta Oberti of Pavia, Italy). Similar amphibole material has been previously described as "tirodite", but this name was discredited in the 1997 paper on amphibole nomenclature, the revised name being "(alkali-bearing) manganocummingtonite". The new name "parvowinchite" has already been attributed in the Leake et al. (2003) [Hey & Gottardi (1980): Can. Mineral. 18, 261-262; Nickel & Mandarino (1987): Can. Mineral. 25, 353-377] is to be dropped. When it is desired to indicate the presence of subordinate chemical components in a mineral, Schaller modifiers may be used in unambiguous cases, namely those in which the element has two, and only two, valence states. In the more general case, adjectival modifiers such as "-bearing" or "-rich" should be used, together with the specified element(s), and with the numerical oxidation state, if required, e.g., "Mn 2+ -rich", "V(III)-deficient", "Mgbearing", etc.
IMA No. 03-B Spodiosite is discredited. Spodiosite is a mixture of fluorapatite, calcite and serpentine.
IMA No. 03-C Naming polytypes of wagnerite: The known polytypes of wagnerite, ideally Mg 2 (PO 4 )F, are named wagneriteMa2bc (space group P2 1 /c), wagnerite-Ma5bc (space group Ia), wagnerite-Ma7bc (space group P2 1 ) and wagnerite-Ma9bc (space group Ia). Polytypes of zwieselite and triplite can be written in analogy with those of wagnerite. Magniotriplite is discredited. Magniotriplite and wagnerite are polytypes, not polymorphs, of one another. The name wagnerite has priority (1821 versus 1951 for magniotriplite). Therefore, the species and name magniotriplite are discredited.
NOMENCLATURE OF A MINERAL GROUP
Amphiboles: additions and revisions to the International Mineralogical Association's amphibole nomenclature. See Can. Mineral. 41, 1355 Mineral. 41, -1362 Mineral. 41, (2003 , Eur. J. Mineral. 16, 191-196 (2004) , and other journals, and also on the CNMMN website (www.geo.vu.nl/~ima-cnmmn). [177] [178] [179] [180] [181] [182] [183] [184] [185] [186] [187] [188] [189] [190] [191] [192] , and this paper was mentioned by Jambor in 1989 (Am. Mineral. 74, 1220).
Britvin et al. proposed the mineral miassite (97-029) to the CNMMN with the formula Rh 17 S 15 . This mineral was approved in October 1997, but the name was suspended because of possible problems with prassoite. The authors were asked to contact Kingston. They tried to do so, but to no avail.
After having heard from Britvin et al. that Kingston did not reply to any search, the suspension on the name miassite was lifted, but the CNMMN chairman then made a mistake (probably by not having access to the 1971 archives). In his Memorandum of July 1999, Joel Grice wrote: "Prassoite" was never approved by the CNMMN, and no type material can be found. It is apparent that the authors of miassite have done everything possible to establish or refute the existence of this dubious mineral, and the name "prassoite" is to be discouraged from further usage. In his letter to Britvin et al., lifting the suspension, Joel Grice wrote: "I would ask you to make it clear in your publication that all attempts were made to find the type material for a formal discrediation of prassoite, but none existed."
Britvin et al. published their article on miassite in Zap. Vser. Mineral. Obshchest. 130(2), 41-44 (2001) , stating in the paper that prassoite was never approved by the CNMMN, this of course on the authority of Joel Grice. The paper was abstracted by Jambor (Am. Mineral. 87, 1511), with the correction that prassoite had indeed been approved by the CNMMN back in 1971.
Later, it became apparent that the type material of prassoite was present in the British Museum (on the same specimen as the type material for kingstonite), but the letters of Britvin et al. to Kingston were never forwarded to the curator of the British Museum.
We have meanwhile the strange fact that there are at least ten papers using the name prassoite [the most recent one in Can. Mineral. 40, 1127 Mineral. 40, -1146 Mineral. 40, (2002 ], but only a single paper on miassite! Moreover, the name "prassoite" has never been officially discredited or withdrawn.
In view of the delay in the (incomplete) publication of the inadequately described prassoite and the uncertainties about its composition, the name "prassoite" is withdrawn for the time being in favor of miassite. Unambiguous evidence for the existence of Rh 3 S 4 as a mineral might reinstate the name "prassoite".
RECOMMENDATIONS ON CNMMN PROCEDURES
On request of and according to the proposal of Donald Peacor, the following recommendations on CNMMN procedures have been approved in 1999-2000, but never published until now:
• Mineral status should be accorded to those materials occurring in submicrometric crystallites only if they are of sufficient total volume or concentration to be detected by at least one commonly used laboratory technique.
• CNMMN criteria for approval of mineral species status should be viewed as flexible guidelines.
